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has to be re-written from an intelligent standpoint; the older verdicts on men and policies are to a great extent out of date. It is now clear that many of the ' struggles for freedom' have been the selfish work of oligarchy, prejudice and privilege; many of the great despotisms, figuring in such black and sinister colours, have only attempted to obtain common justice and equal treatment for all their subjects. Even the conqueror has been the deliverer. As the king is the c first Liberal' in history, as in the so wherever antagonism is felt to monarchic control we past> presume (until reassured) that it is due to the factious opposition of a minority unjustly privileged. This group of noble or wealthy families are sworn together to fetter the people and keep them in manorial or industrial serfdom. It is the single ruler who breaks these chains and stands as a champion of a larger franchise and wider* opportunities. Whether he works with benevolence or force, he, and he alone, is the creator, not merely of the modern State, but of nationalities. Men may differ as to the value of the centralism, and unities the worth o! Imperialism; they may deplore the burdens which they entail upon the shoulders of the taxpayer. But granted that the modern State is one step nearer the ideal, no sane critic will dispute the almost exclusive claims of Monarchy. It was the king in western Europe who called his servants from every rank and class, broke down barriers of caste, and opened careers for merit and ability. He became, in virtue of his person and his office, the real spokesman of the silent and disinherited masses.
The King is therefore, as the most central, so thesointiie most representative and responsible factor in the govern-presea ' ment or in the national life.   Everything else but the Civil Service (which carries out and cannot initiate) is discontinuous and incoherent.   People speak sometimes as if ministers were of necessity professional, but the